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REPORTON DR. JAMES A. OLIVER'S PROPOSALFOR THE
EMENDATION TO " MISSISSIPPIENSIS " OF THE SPECIFIC
NAMEPUBLISHEDAS "MISSISSIPIENSIS" DAUDIN, [1801—1802],
IN THE COMBINATION" CROCODILUSMISSISSIPIENSIS "

(CLASS REPTIUA)

By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E.

{Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature)

(Commission Reference : Z.N.(S.) 551)

Subsequent to the publication on 29th August 1956 {BuU. zool. Nom^ncl.
12 : 163—175) of my report on the consultations which I had carried out on
the question of the name to be regarded as the oldest available name for the
North American Alhgator, I received on 12th October 1956 a letter dated
8th October from Dr. James A. OUver {Curator of Reptiles, New York
Zoological Society) in which he expressed the view that the proposals set out
in the concluding paragraph of my report (paragraph 15) were " sound and
desirable ", except as regards the point numbered (2) relating to the spelling

to be adopted for the specific name published by Daudin in [1801 —1802] as
mississipiensis in the combination Crocodilus mississipiensis.

2. In reply I informed Dr. OUver that I felt that, if the Commission were
to be asked to consider the proposal that the emendation to a double " p

"

speUing of the original single " p " spelling should be accepted, it would wish
to have particulars regarding the relative usages of the two speUings. I have
today (16th January 1957) received from Dr. OUver a letter dated 14th January
in which he restates his proposal and gives particulars regarding usage. Dr.
OUver's letter is annexed to the present report as an Appendix.

3. Although the question of the spelling of the specific name referred to

above arises only incidentaUy in connection with my previous Report, which
dealt mainly with the generic name Alligator Cuvier, 1807, a decision on Dr.
OUver's proposal is essential as part of the settlement to be reached on the
recommendations submitted in my earUer Report since those recommendations
included a proposal that the specific name in question should be placed on the

Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. In order to provide the Commission
with an opportunity of taking a decision on the speUing to be adopted for this
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specific name originally published as mississipiensis, it has been decided to

adopt the following procedure :

—

(1) to publish the present supplementary Report in the Bulletin of Zoological

Nomenclature as quickly as possible ;

(2) to give Public Notice in the prescribed manner of the possible use of the

Plenary Powers for the piirpose of approving the emendation to

mississippieTisis of the specific name mississipiensis Daudin, [1801

—

1802], as published in the combination Crocodilus mississipiensis ;

(3) to defer the submission to the International Commission of a Voting

Paper on the proposals submitted in my earlier Report {Bull. zool.

Nomencl. 12 : 169—170, paragraph 15) until the expiry of the period

of six months following the date of pubHcation of the present

supplementary Report.

(4) at the close of the prescribed six-month period referred to in (3) above

to invite the International Commission to vote separately (i) on the

question of the acceptance of the emendation referred to in (2) above,

and (ii) on the remaining recommendations set out in paragraph 15

of my original Report.

APPENDIX

Copy of a letter with enclosure dated 14th January 1957 to the

Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature

from James A. Oliver (Curator of Reptiles, New York Zoological

Society, New York City, N.Y., U.S.A.)

Spelling of specific name of Alligator mississippiensis.

Your letter of November 30, 1956 has been received. I would like to

request the Commission to consider the official emendation of the specific

name for the American AUigator, spelling it with two " p "s instead of one.

Herpetologists currently spell the name both ways. I Ust below several

reputable specialists who have spelled it with two " p "s in both scientific

and popular Hterature. Most non-herpetologists spell the name with two
" p "s. I indicate below a few papers in which these spellings have appeared.

Finally, printers and typesetters constantly correct the speUing from one " p
"

to two " p "s.

The argument put forth that Daudin [1801 —1802] consistently spelled

the name of the river with a single " p " and that in former times this was an



Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 76

alternate spelling is not impressive. Not uncommonly incorrect spellings of
geographic localities have gotten into the literature and required a number of
years to eradicate. I believe the spelhng of Mississippi with a single " p " is a
similar orthographic error. Why continue a misspelling that has long been
corrected by everyone but a few specialists in herpetology ? I hope the
Commission will take steps to emend this erroneous spelling.

Annex to Dr. James A. Oliver's letter of 14th January 1957

Literature in which the spelling " mississippiensis " is used :

Nameof Author and date Title of Work

Boulenger, A. G., 1889 Catalogue of the Chelonians, Rhynchocephalians and
Crocodiles in the British Museum (Natural
History)

(I cite this older work because it is still a basic

reference)

Carr, A. F., 1940 A Contribution to the Herpetology of Florida

Carr, A, F. and Guide to the Reptiles, Amphibians and Fresh-water
C. J. Goin, 1955 Fishes of Florida

Martens, Robert, 1943 Die Rezenten Krokodile des Natur-Museums Sencken-
berg

Harman, Ian, 1950 Reptiles as Pets

Pope, Clifford, 1956 The Reptile World

Coulson, R. A., Biochemical studies on the Alligator
T. Hernandez and
F. Brazda, 1950

Hopping, A., 1923 Seasonal changes in the gases and sugar of the blood
and the nitrogen distribution in the blood and
m-ine of the Alligator

Hutton, Kenneth E., Variations in the Blood- chemistry of Turtles mider
1955 active and hibernating conditions

I have not made a thorough search of the literature on this, but have
selected these from sources close at hand. I think they are adequate to
illustrate the points raised in my letter.


